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VEMORANDUM OPI NI ON

McMurray, J.



This is a rather sordid divorce case. The chancellor granted
a divorce and custody of the parties mnor child to the appell ee.

W affirmthe judgnment of the trial court.

The appellant has presented the followng issues for our

consi der ati on:

1. Whet her the chancel lor erred i n not awardi ng appel -
| ant, Wanda Col | i ns, custody of the el even-year-old
m nor child based on the best interests of the
child and the conparative fitness doctrine?
2. Whet her the chancellor erred in placing sole cus-
tody of the minor child with appellee in |ight of
testinony presented at trial regarding sexual
harassnment of appellant by her father-in-Iaw?
After a review of the record in this case we have determ ned
t hat the evi dence does not preponderate agai nst the findings of the
chancellor. Under Rule 13(d), Tennessee Rules of Appellate

Procedure, we are, therefore, required to affirmthe judgnent of

the trial court.

Since it would serve no purpose to nake the details of this
case nore public than they already are, the court is of the opinion
that this is an appropriate case for disposition under Rule 10,
Rul es of the Court of Appeals. The court concurs in the facts as

found by the trial court and no reversible error of |aw appears.



Accordingly, the case is affirned in accordance with Court of

Appeal s, Rule 10(a).*

Costs are taxed to the appellant and this cause i s remanded to

the trial court for the collection thereof.

Don T. McMurray

CONCUR:

Her schel P. Franks, J.

Charl es D. Susano, Jr., J.

lRule 10. Affirmative without opi nion - Menorandum opi ni on.
(a) Affirmance Wthout Opinion. The Court, with the concurrence of all judges
participating in the case, may affirmthe action of the trial court by order without
rendering a formal opinion when an opini on woul d have no precedential value and one
or more of the followi ng circunmstances exist and are dispositive of the appeal:

(1) the Court concurs in the facts as found or as found by necessary inplication by
the trial court.

(2) there is material evidence to support the verdict of the jury.
(3) no reversible error of |aw appears.

Such cases may be affirned as follows: "Affirmed i n accordance with Court of Appeals
Rul e 10(a)."

(b) Memorandum Opi ni on. The Court, with the concurrence of all judges participating
in the case, may affirm reverse or nodify the actions of the trial court by
menor andum opi ni on when a formal opinion would have no precedential value. When a
case i s decided by menorandum opinion it shall be designated "MEMORANDUM OPI NI ON, "
shall not be published, and shall not be cited or relied on for any reason in a
subsequent unrel ated case. [As anended by order filed April 22, 1992.]



IN THE COURT OF APPEALS
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ORDER

This appeal cane on to be heard upon the record from the
Chancery Court of Hancock County, briefs and argunent of counsel
Upon consi deration thereof, this Court is of opinion that there was
no reversible error in the trial court.

The trial court's judgnent is affirnmed in all respects. Costs
are taxed to the appellant and this cause is remanded to the tri al

court for the collection thereof.



PER CURI AM



